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who for the most part were never very
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London, Saturday, Feb. 17, 1894.
THE MISSION.

On last Sunday, in St. Peter's cathe-

dral, His Lordship the Bishop of Lon-

don once more referred to the spiritual

retreat which is to begin in the cathe-
dral parisk on nextSunday, conducted

oh!

of the Jesuit order. His Lordship
expressed the hope that the blessings
and benefits to’' be derived from this
retreat would reach all the members of
the congregation, and trusted that at
its closenot even oneCatholic in London

tion of one neighbor to another.

of Christ._ e
THE MAILL AND THE FAB-
RIQUL.

The Toronto Mail takes very much | lic than has been the son.
to heart the financial interests of the | appear that even one of the parishion-
habitants of Quebec, and is very de- | ers sided with Mr. Papineau in oppos-
sirous of emancipating them from the | ing the erection of a new church, so
incubus of the clergy who are repre- | that the question at issue was whether
sented as endeavoring to crush them | Mr. Papineau’s will was to override that
under a heavy burden of taxation for | of the whole congregation, together

the purpose of building ufmccessary with ecclesiastical authm:it.ies. tions are uttered against them.
costly ‘churches. It tells us in a recent | Because he could not rulc.a, he has‘ym.n_e,d Tt maustibe yeniembered: tos  thittthe
issue : with the five Presbyterians who were

“In Quebee the habitants or farmers | in Montebello before.
cannot afford to participate in provin-{ oy which the Mail rests its terrible
indictment against
church or to enlarge an old one. For | Lower Canada, that she is engaged in

cial taxation ; but the clergy never
consider them too poor to build a new

This case is so

We shall, therefore,
briefly that

the Church in

Mr. Papin-

This is the case

A PREPOSTEROUS SUGGES-
TION,

A French-Canadian correspondent,
writing from Kansas, says Mr. Zapin-

vile treatment at the hands of the en-
emies of liberty, and that the Protes-
tant French-Canadians may at last

Canadians have enjoyed no mean share
of representation in Parliament if Mr.

Shefford, is also a very devout Protes-
tant. It would be entirely unfair 10

Witness, 7th Feb.

We notice with pleasure the kindly
spirit in which the above words were
penned by our esteemed contemporary,
and we fully admit that some of the
French papers in the sister Province
trom time to time indulge in ebulli-
tions of bad temper, which ill befit
gerious and influential journals. We
are pleased to see that the Witness
does not, like some of of our Ontario
journals, represent these unbecoming
manifestations as indications of chronic
ill-will on the part of the French-Can-
adian people against the Protestants of
their Province.

The facts mentioned by our contem-
porary prove that such ill-will on the
part of French - Canadians does not
exist. At the sametime we deem it
our duty to point out that there isa
palliation if not complete justification
for the occasional ouibreaks of anger
on the part of the French press in the
persistence with which a considerabie
section of the English press endeavor
to excite the worst passions of the Pro-
testant majority in the Dominion
against, not only the French-Canadi-
ans, but also against the whole Catho-
lic population. The English papers
which do this habitually are not con-
fined either to Ontario, but are suffic-
iently numerous in Quebec itself to
do much mischief ; and it is a natural
result that there should be some anger
shown by the abused ones when un-
reasonable threats and misrepresenta-

the

threats'and misrepresentations which
are uttered so freely againstthe Frénch-
Canadians especially, are not transi-
tory or unimportant. They aré'the
indications of a fixed policy on the

many years the people yiclded to the | the work of imposing insupportable
church building rage ; but now they | burdens on the people in the way of
are showing signs of rebellion. Des-
i pite the decisions of the Bishops on
{’hene undertakings, and in face also M.ontcbelloknow what t'bcy are capable
of the rule that the faithtul must obey | of as well as the Mail ; and if they
orders, there has been evinced a grow- | could not build the new church they
ing indisposition to incur the new
financial responsibilities which the

enterprises imnpose. "

We are then treated toa disquisition
on the several instances where there
bave béen conflicts between the pastors
and people 1n regard ts the ercction of
new churches. But curiously enough, 3 ’

by goiug back for several years, the connection occured at Pike River.
Mail is able to produce only three in- Here there was a real disagroement
stances where disputes have occurred, betwe“f‘ the desires of the clergy and
which, after all, 1o notamount to very | the majority of the pfzople j b“_t u.nfor-
many amid a population of 1,291,709 tunately for the Mail's caso it is ac-
Catholics, even if they were as serious knowledged that the difficulty is prob-
as they are represented by that journal ably on the point of being amicably

to be.

It is not to be expected that in so ex- uot deny that differences of opinion on

tensive a territory as Quebec, an

amid so large a populagion, there present position shows that there exists
should never be a difference of opinion | # ¢ommendable reasonableness on
in regard to the advisability of build- both sides to arrange such matters
ing new churches, or as to the style of without pushing them to extremes, so
building which might bo suitable, | that the Mail’s comments and con-

Such disputes are frequent in Ontari
among the Protestant population an

frequently give rise to schisms, tem-
porary or permanent, as the case may only find three instances of dissension
be; and as human nature is pretty | on this subject by going back for a
much the same everywhere, we cannot | period of several years. It is true two
be very much surprised that there | other cases are referred to, one of

should be differences of opinion o

such matters between the Catholic | at Beaumont, in the county of Belle-
people of Quebec. It is, on the con- | chasse ; but as it is admitted that the

trary, remarkable that the cases of th

kind are so few that their apparent | posed improvements in either of these
importance arises merely out of the | cases, it cannot be truly said there is
parade made of them in the columns of | dissension in the matter at all, so that

the Mail from day to day.

One of these instances occurred in | nothing of the kind, makes the lugu-
the county of Maskinonge, where a few brious remark that, ‘it would be as-
of the parishioners opposed the decree | Suming a partizan position were it to

of the Bishop to build a church for
newly-erected parish. These indivi
wals erected a small building for the:

selves, and obtained for a while the

ministrations of one of the priests, b

as the Bishop would not permit the

taxes. We presume that the people of

would not undertake it, as they seem
to be willing to do. Mr., Papineau
may find it as difficult to rule his five
new brothers in religion as he found
it to carry out his will in the teeth of
the Catholic people of his parish.

The third instance adduced in this

settled by ‘‘a compromise.” We do

4 | such matters may exist, but the

o | clusions are not justified by the real
a | facts.

We have said that the Mail could

n | which occurs at Nicolet, and the other

is | people are not objecting to the pro-

the Mail, in its grief that there is

a | besaidthat thepeople inthis(Beaumont)
d- | instance deserve to win.”

n- Such are the proofs which the Ma:l

part of a considerable permanent party
in both Provinces which glories in' the
shame of being a party of persecution.
It is all the more provoking that there
is a constant danger that this party,
unceasingly aggressive as it is, may
become dominant in the most powerful
Province of our union.

There is not, and there never has
been, in Quebec, a party whose aim it
was to ostracise and disfranchise the
Protestants or any sect of Protestants.
In Ontario, however, there has nearly
always been such a party against Cath-
olics, since it became an English-
speaking Province. KEven though we
now freely accord to the Montreal Wit
ness the praise due it for disconnten-
ancing the most recent anti-Catholic
movement of the P. P. A., we cannot
forget entirely that it has encouraged
the similar movements of days past,
even so recently as that of the Equal
Righters and the McCarthyites.
Other journals have not been even so
reasonable as the Witness,; and it is
not to be wondered at that the I'rench
press sometimes forget themselves and
use weapons somewhat similar to those
of their assailants. Yet the accusation
of the Witness is too general when it
charges the French press as a whole
with illiberality, as it does in the above-
quoted paragraph.

For our own part, while we have
firmly maintained Catholic principles
and rights, and have refused to be
cowed by the threats of adversaries,
such as those of Mr. D'Alton McCarthy
uttered at Stayner, St. Thomas and
elsewhere, we have always endeavored
to avoid returning railing for railing.

The Witness points out that French
constituencies have habitually shown
their liberality by electing Protestants,
English or French, to Parliament or
the Local Legislature without regard
to difference of religion.

ut Quebec to prove that the Catholic

unnccessary division of the congrega- rebellion ” against the ecclesiastical

tion in this manner, the use of ti

iis  authorities. We imagine that all the

building as a church was forbidden, rebellion that is going on can be

whereupon eleven of the dissatisf

ed settled without the Mail's arbitration

ones publicly proclaimed their adhesion or interference. The desive of the
to the Baptists, and procured the ser- clergy to impose heavy burdens upon

vices of a Baptist preacher.

The Mail represents this instance
. :

the people is but a myth which does
of not deserve to be refuted seriously,

gathers out of all the parishes c(f

people there ‘‘are showing signs of | them on the ground of nationality and

This is sufficient evidence of the
liberality of the French Canadians, not-
| withstanding the attacks made upon

religion. It .. but very seldom that
Protestant constituencies show similar
consideration, and we presume that
while the wave of bigotry raised under
the present fanatical crusade con-
tinues, this will occur more seldom
still. We do not for an instant

thetic wave of opposition to Protestants
in Quebec on account of this, for, we :
must say ft, Catholics are not so
easily moved to manifestations of
bigotry.

We must add a word on the sugges-
tion of the Kansas correspondent of
the Witness that Mr. Papineau *‘ ought
to be elected to Parliament,” because
of his renunciation of what little Cath-
olic faith was in him. This is rather
too much to expect from a Catholic
people, and the Witness with a good
deal of common sense virtually admits
that such is the case.

It is pretty well settled in Canada
that a man's religion should not be a
bar to his political advauncement, if he
be otherwise qualified for preferment.
The P. P. Aists are the only ones who
openly ostracise any one on account of
his religious belief ; but it is going a
little too far to maintain that a man
ought to be sent to Parliament because
he belongs to some eect in particular.
Still more preposterous is it to suppose
that a Catholic constituency ought to
elect such a one simply because he has
renounced his religion, even if his
motives were the purest imaginable,
which we have good reason to believe
was not the case with Mr. Papineau.
The county of Ottawa, where Mr.
Papineau resides, contains 51,460Cath-
olics out of a total population of 63,560.
We are not told that Mr. Papineau has
any peculiar fitness to be the repre-
sentative of the county or any part of
it, and we presume if he had it he
might have been its representative
before now. The Kansas correspond-
ent must surely be poking fun
at the readers of the Witness
when suggesting that as soon
as he becomes a Presbyterian he
becomes endowed with all the qualities
which should fit him for such a posi-
tion. There are, indeed, five Quebec
counties in which the Protestants are
in a majority, small or large ; but the
Protestants of Quebec, having prac-
tical experience of the generosity and
liberality of their French-Canadian
neighbors, are not of the fanatical
class out of which P. P. Aists are made,
and they are not likely to make a
hero out of a man who has no other
claim upon them than that he has
become a Protestant because he has
the personal pique that he could not
force his will upon the Catholic con-
gregation to which he had hitherto
belonged.

It will be remembered that the treat-
ment which Dr. Carman, of Montreal,
and members of the P. P. A. generally
propose for the Premier of the Domin-
ion is very different from that pro-
posed by the Kansas correspondent
for Mr. Papineau, though the fitness
of the former for the position he occu-
pies is not denied by any one. Every-
thing seems to depend upon the color
of the spectacles through which these
matters are looked at.

THE GERMAN EMPEROR AND
PRINCE BISMARCK.

The reconciliation of Prince Bis-
marck and the Emperor William® is
still a theme of much talk in Germany.
There is no doubt that even during
the period of estrangement Bismarck
continued to be the most popular man
in the Empire, the gratitude of the
people towards him being manifested
whenever an opportunity was afforded
to display it. This feeling prevented
any close criticism of his arbitrary
conduct during his occupancy of the
Chancellorship. The greatest enthu-
siasm was displayed on the occasion of
the Prince's visit to Berlin to see the
Emperor, on invitation of the latter,
and it is believed that the Emperor will
return the visit very soon. Bismarck
expects this return visit, and his resi-
dence at Friedrvichsruhe is being now
prepared for the great occasion.

In spite of all the outward jubilation
it is well known that Bismarck is
grievously disappointed because his
visit to Berlin took place in a style so
different from what he expected when
four years ago he left Berlin exclaim-
ing ‘‘the Emperor shall see me
again.” It is true, the Emperor has
seen him again, and received him cor-
dially, but he thought that the recep-
tion would have been of a very differ-
ent character from what it really was.
He imagined, like Owen Glendower, he
could ‘‘call spirits from the vasty
deep,” and that they would at once
come at the call to do his will, to make
or unmake dynasties. His disappoint-
ment is proportionately great as he
finds that this is not the case.

the occasion of his receiving the report
of General Von Shellendorff, the Min-
ister of War, on the state of the army,
a few days ago, when the general
thanked him on behalf of the army for
having brought about tho reconcilia-
tion, he asked, in a tone which indi-
cated real pleasure,

* What ? is the army also pleased ?"
It is still notorious that there is not
any cordial feeling between Bismarck
and the members of Chancellor Von
Caprivi's ministry, and none of them
visited him in Berlin except Von Cap-
rivi himself, who was obliged to do so
to keep up appearances, inasmuch as
Bismarck was the Emperor's guest.
Count Enlenberg, the President of the
Prussian Ministry, was also one of his
visitors, but beyond these he received
no Government officials at all.

It is not expected even by Bismarck
himself that the festivities which were
held in his honor will result in his re-
sumption of the Chancellorship, or of
any position in the Government ; hence
he is careful to make it known that his
age and health will not permit him to
undertake any such onerous duties.
His oppoeition to the liberal and moder-
ate views cf thé Emperor is the real
cause which makes him now a govern-
mental impossibility, and even the
people understand this fully while they
regard him with gratitude because of
his successful efforts to bring about the
unity of the Empire after having
taken so active a part in bringing the
Franco-German conflict to a termina-
tion so satisfactory to Germany, or at
least to Prussia.

THE COERCION BUGBEAR.

The Mail has been for several years
occupying itself with efforts to prove
that the Catholic Separate School Law
of Ontario is coercive, obliging Catho-
lics to become Separate school support-
ers ; but of late articla after article has
appeared in its columns to prove this
point, and that Sir Oliver Mowat is to
be censured for having made the law
in this way.

In fact we would have no objection,
nor would Catholics in general have
any objection, to offer if such were
really the case. Hence we have not
considered it necessary to pay any at-
tention to the Mail's sayings on this
matter, conscious as we are of the folly
of that contention. Every one who
has read the law even in the most cur.
sory manner is quite aware that it is
not in the least degree coercive in the
sense asserted by the Mail, and they
who have had practical experience of
the working of the law are perfectly
aware that it is rather coercive in the
direction opposite to that indicated.
That journal must either rely very
much on the obtuseness of its readers,
or be very obtuse itself to maintain
such a proposition. Thus we find the
statement in an article published only
a few days ago :

‘“ With reference to the Separate
School Law the complaint (of the Mail)
is that in its operation it treats all
Roman Catholics as Separate school
supporters whether they care to be

such or not, and that at bottom it is
coercive.”

‘¢ At bottom,” forsooth! This is
surely a slight departure from the
original contention that the law is
actuallyand strongly coercive. But at
the top it appears there is no coercion.
Perhaps the Mail will inform us which
is the top and which the bottom of the
law, then we may keep at the top and
avoid the coercion on which the Mail
is constantly harping, but at present
we are quite im the dark as to its
meaning.

There is coercion, however, on the
Protestant ratepayers to support the
Public schools, even when they prefer
to send their children to the Separate
schools, and we know of a number of
instances where Protestants send their
children to Separate schools, while
paying their taxes to the Public
schools which they are coerced into
supporting. Moreover, in every in-
stance of this kind which we have
known, the Catholic. trustees have
generously allowed these children to
attend their schools without charge,
and no such fuss was ever made about

such an amendment would be uneon-
stitutional.” Itadds that Mr. Fraser's
words were, ‘“he hoped care would
be taken in dealing with this bill, ag
he did not want the question of con-
stitutionality raised at any future
time. "

There appears to be no substantial
difference between the two statements,
the important point being that the
motion was not passed, and so there is
no such ‘ coercion " as the Mail hag
conjured up as a bogey for the delecta-
tion or terror of P. P. A. readers.
Mr. Crooks, however, opposed Dr,
Sullivan's motion on the ground that
‘‘the amendment would elevate the
Separate school system into a rival of
the Public schools.” Surely this lan-
guage does not imply a very great
desire to give Separate schools extra-
ordinary privileges.

We may add here that a careful
reading of the Confederation Act seems
to us to give the meaning which Mr,
Fraser intimated that Catholics could
not be coerced into becoming Separate
school supporters, even if an Act were
passed to this effect by the Legislature.
But as there is no such Act, the ques-
tion is not a practical one.

But the Mail has discovered another
mare's nest in the matter: ‘‘Dr,
O'Sullivan said that as he had received
the assurances of the Minister of Fdu-
cation that justice would be done to
Separate schools, he would consent to
withdraw the amendment, which was
done accordingly.” It continues :
*“Now the G'lobe does not favor us with
this last speech of Dr. OSullivan,
which is the keynote to the situation.’

Here we find also the keynote to the
Mail's objections. That journal is not
satisfied that ‘‘justice should be done
to Separate schools.” Its whole efforts
are directed towards doing them injus-
tice. Entrap the Separate school sup-
porters by means of legal quibbles, so
that the Public schools may gobble up
their taxes, and starve out the Separ-
ate schools by robbing them of money
which belongs to them by every rule of
justice and equity. This is the policy
which the Mail has been advocating for
years, but without success. The
people of Ontario have twice econ-
demned this policy at the polls, but the
recent rise of the P. P. A. has given
the Mail rcnewed hope that if perse-
vered in it may be successful at the
next election. There is an obstacle in
the way, however, which will effectu-
ally prevent it from being carried out
the clause of the Confederation Act
which removes from the Local Legis-
lature the power of taking from the
Catholic minority the rights they pos-
sessed before Confederation. The
Mail's followers are well aware of this,
and the Rev. Mr. Madill, the mew
President of the P. P. A., declared in
an interview with a Globe reporter,
just after his elettion, that it will be
the aim of the P. P. A. to change the
constitution so that tHis organization
may be able to wipe out Catholic schools
entirely. That is to say, the whole
Confederation Act is to be upset in
order to gratify the P. P. A. It may
be taken for granted that if they were
to succeed in their purpose, the Protes-
tant Separate schools of Quebec would
be swept away by the same tornado
which would destroy the Catholic school
system of Ontario. Indeed the Con-
federation itself would be destroyed :
but it is not to be supposed for a
moment that the fanaticism of thirty or
thirty-five thousand Ontariomen, only a
certain fraction of whom are voters, will
beallowed to control the whole Dominion
with its population of nearly five million
souls. The British Parliament would
never consent for the sake of a few
fanatics to destroy the fabric which
makes of Canada a real and prosper-
ous nationality. We can, therefore,
afford to smile at the frantic ravings of
the Mail and its correspondents, and
of the conspirators who had not the
courage to acknowledge their own
identity at the recent convention held
in Hamilton.

The Mail tells us, further, that under
Sir Oliver Mowat’s regime ‘it was
ordered that the assessors should rank
all Roman Catholics as Separate school

the matter, as the Public School Board
made in Toronto a few weeks ago
about a few Catholic children who
chanced to attend the Toronto night
schools.

But a few lines below the statement

at all! It tells us that ‘‘Dr. O'Sulli-

Instead of returning as a dictator,

to bask in the sunshine of . the
Emperor's friendship. Outwardly, at
least, c(he KEmperor appears to
be highly delighted at being

‘ itqaglne that there will be any sympa

reconciled with the prince. Thus, on

he still romains a private citizen, glad

van, it seems, rose in the House during

a Separate school supporter.”
The Mail denies that the Hon. C.

that Catholics are ‘ at bottom ” coerced
into supporting Separate schools, the
Mail admits that they are not coerced

the discussion of Mr. Crooks’ School
Bill, and moved that every Roman
Catholic should be deemed ipso facto

supporters without even a by your
leave,” as the law of 1879 directs
!« that the assessor shall accept the
statement of, or on behalf of, any rate-
payer that he is a Roman Catholic as
 sufficient prima facie evidence for
placing him in the Separate school
column” and ‘‘if the assessor knows
personally any ratepayer to be a
Roman Catholic, this also shall be suf-
ficient for placing him in euch last
mentioned column,”

It is very true that this law passed,
and that to a cursory reader it appears
to give a valuable privilege to

-Separate schools ; but even if it did

Fraser ‘‘ at once took the ground that so it would be only fair, inasmuch as
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